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To whop It May Concern,

The foll@ving expresses my views & opinions on xenotransplanation.

1) Responsible health authorities should ban all xenotransplants outright,

i
regardl ss of the species, particularly because of the threats of inter-species
virus tr nsmission.

2) Pigs re being considered as the source animal of choice for xenotransplants.

i

But the e is no evidence that pigs are any safer than nonhuman primates. We
have pl nty of evidence that pig viruses would be just as dangerous as
nonhu an primate viruses (i.e. influenza, PERVS, paramyxovirus, and earlier
this ye ,

T
the Nipah (Hendra-like virus) in Malaysia that has resulted in

hundre s of human infections, 98 human deaths, and 640,500 pigs slaughtered
since Mbrch 20th.

T3) The S should follow Europe’s lead. In January 1999, the Council of
Europe, representing 40 European countries, recommended a world-wide ban

4on xen transplants.

4) Ther are safer and more humane alternatives to xenotransplantation that

1
are not eing explored by regulatory authorities. These include aggressively
promoti g preventive medicine, and increasing human organ donation rates as
many E~ropean countries have successfully done through various legislative
schemeq.

$5) The S GeneraI Accounting Office published a report on Organ Donation in
April 19 8 which revealed an untapped donor pool of 150,000 people in the US.

4

The De artment of Health and Human Services should fully investigate the
points ade in that report before allowing xenotransplants to go forward.

Sincerel~,

Suzann~ Herrnans
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